
the following is a transcript from a clip where a scholar talks about the resurection of jesus

make sense of it, and go point by point, enumerating the arguments he makes about the 

resurrection.

be thorough and dont' miss any argument

i'm talking today about the resurrection of Jesus Christ undoubtedly the central claim in the 

New Testament and I'm going to argue today what I call the minimal facts argument for the 

resurrection of Jesus so what I'm going to do is use only historical facts which are allowed 

which are recognized as historical by both believers and skeptics they will concede these facts 

because they are so well evidenced jesus died by crucifixion and of course that's not evidence 

for the resurrection but if he didn't die he can't be raised secondly I'm watching my words very 

carefully here the disciples had experiences that they believed were appearances of the risen 

Jesus thirdly as a result they were transformed i mean that's to put it mildly they early in the 

New Testament they rejoice when they're beat up for the first time because they were thought 

worthy to suffer persecution for their Lord Jesus Christ when someone says "Well how do you 

know they're willing to die you can't judge what's in their mind." I'm not judging what's in their 

mind i'm judging their actions and when a person constantly puts themselves in the line of fire 

that means they're willing to die that means dying is a possibility and of course when one of 

them dies for the message and another one dies they really know it's possible so the third 

point is they were transformed totally so the resurrection was their central preaching point 

even to the point of being willing to die for the message fourthly they proclaimed this message 

very very early critics in fact uh critics who are atheist or agnostic New Testament scholars 

they're not Christians they'll tell you they're not Christians and yet they think that what I'm 

going to say next is true it's the consensus New Testament position according to scholarship 

today that the disciples began preaching the resurrection basically immediately after the cross 

within days or as one critic says months at most now according to the book of Acts it was 50 

days later that's about two months so we're right within both critical scholarship today and the 

time that the book of Acts say the disciples started preaching and they proclaimed it very early 

what I'm getting at is nobody sat around at a pow-wow nobody talked to the critics nobody 

talked to the rahrrah people and got psyched up and 5 years later 10 years later 20 years later 

they thought you know what it'd be nice to proclaim a resurrection nothing like that happened 

jesus dies on the cross they they despared they were saddened then boom after they saw 

Jesus just a short time later New Testament says over and over again first day of the week or 3 

days later which takes us to the Sunday of that week they were proclaiming their central 

message that Jesus was raised from the dead and they saw him that was their their chief 

proclamation jesus is raised from the dead and we saw him very very early immediately after 

the crucifixion fifth James the brother of Jesus an unbeliever as far as we know during Jesus's 

life before the crucifixion his brother disbelieved him but after the crucifixion Jesus appears to 

his brother James and he becomes not just converted to believe in the resurrection he 

becomes the pastor of the biggest church in the ancient world the church of Jerusalem so the 

question is what got James on board and the next question the the sixth point is Paul the 

apostle who was an enemy a persecutor of the church who very early in the New Testament 
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accounts held the coats of those who stoned Steven a very early vibrant Christian that is 

Steven and Paul watches it and he goes out on a hunt to take men women and children 

imprison them and maybe worse but he was a persecutor and then he has an experience on 

the road to Damascus on the way to get more Christians paul said he met the risen Jesus so 

James and Paul the fifth and sixth points James and Paul had experiences that they believed 

were appearances of the risen Jesus and because they didn't believe you can't call them 

prejudiced you can't say "Well they were Jesus's disciples." That doesn't work so these six Jesus 

was crucified and dead secondly the disciples had experiences that they believed were 

appearances of the risen Jesus third their lives were transformed through the rest of their 

days by this message and they put themselves constantly in situations that could have led to 

their death because of this message fourthly the resurrection was proclaimed very early right 

after the preaching of Jesus followed by his crucifixion right afterwards and then two skeptics 

five and six James a brother of Jesus and Paul became believers because they were convinced 

they saw the risen Jesus these six facts all strongly support the resurrection critics admit the 

six fi facts christians of course believe the six facts and I think by far the best argument for the 

six is that they show that Jesus Christ was raised from the dead after he was crucified and dead

Here is a thorough breakdown of the scholar's argument for the resurrection of Jesus, 

enumerating each point and its significance:

• This is a foundational fact conceded by virtually all historians, believers and skeptics alike.

• If Jesus did not die, resurrection is impossible. Thus, establishing his death is critical.

• The crucifixion is well-documented in both biblical and extra-biblical sources (e.g., 

Josephus, Tacitus).

• The disciples claimed to have seen Jesus alive after his death.

• These experiences were not hallucinations or fabrications in their minds—they genuinely 

believed they encountered the resurrected Jesus.

• The accounts are multiple, early, and attested in different New Testament sources 



(Gospels, Paul’s letters).

• After Jesus’ death, the disciples went from fearful (hiding after the crucifixion) to boldly 

proclaiming the resurrection, even under persecution.

• Their willingness to suffer and die (e.g., Peter, James, Paul) suggests they sincerely 

believed in the resurrection.

• People may die for a lie they believe is true, but not for a lie they know is false. The 

disciples’ martyrdom (tradition holds most were executed) indicates their conviction.

• Critical scholars (including skeptics) agree the disciples began preaching the resurrection 

almost immediately (Acts records it at 50 days later).

• There was no time for legend to develop—claims of resurrection began right after Jesus’ 

death.

• Early preaching rules out the idea that the story was fabricated years later after 

"brainstorming" or psychological manipulation.

• James was not a follower of Jesus during his ministry (Mark 3:21, John 7:5).

• After Jesus’ death, James became a leader in the Jerusalem church (Acts 15, Galatians 1-2).

• His conversion is best explained by a genuine encounter with the risen Jesus—he had no 

prior bias to believe.

• Paul (Saul) was a violent opponent of Christianity (Acts 8:1-3, 9:1-2).

• His sudden conversion (Acts 9) and subsequent suffering for Christ (2 Corinthians 11) 
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defy natural explanations.

• Like James, Paul had no prior inclination to believe—his turnaround supports the reality 

of the resurrection.

• These six facts are widely accepted by historians (including skeptics).

• Alternative theories (e.g., hallucinations, conspiracy, stolen body) fail to explain all six 

points.

• The most plausible explanation is that Jesus actually rose from the dead, appearing to his 

disciples, James, and Paul, transforming them into fearless witnesses.

This "minimal facts" approach relies only on the most strongly attested historical data, 

making it a robust argument for the resurrection.

Do research on these facts, and make sure that the claim "most scholars agrees" still holds. If 

not, let me know

You're right to question the claim that  on these six facts. While many 

of these points are widely accepted, some are more contested than others, and the level of 

consensus varies depending on the scholar's theological or methodological approach (e.g., 

secular vs. conservative Christian scholarship).



Virtually all scholars agree.

• Secular historians (Bart Ehrman, John Dominic Crossan, Gerd Lüdemann) and Christian 

scholars (N.T. Wright, Craig Keener) all accept this.

• Extra-biblical sources (Josephus, Tacitus) confirm it.

• Even mythicists (who deny Jesus existed) are a tiny minority with little academic support.

Most scholars agree the disciples sincerely believed they saw Jesus risen.

•  (e.g., Bart Ehrman, Paula Fredriksen) agree the disciples believed they 

saw Jesus, but some attribute it to visions/hallucinations rather than a physical 

resurrection.

•  (e.g., Gerd Lüdemann) argue these were subjective visions.

•  (e.g., N.T. Wright, Mike Licona) argue for a bodily resurrection.

Most scholars agree they were radically changed and faced persecution.

•  Secular and Christian scholars agree the disciples went from fearful to 

bold preachers.



• 

•  are well-attested in early tradition 

(Eusebius, Clement of Rome).

•  (e.g., Andrew, Thomas) rely on later traditions, so some 

scholars are skeptical.

•  While their boldness is accepted, some skeptics argue we don’t have 

definitive proof all apostles died for their faith.

Critical scholars agree the resurrection was preached immediately.

•  is dated by most scholars (even skeptics like Bart 

Ehrman) to within  of the crucifixion.

•  Some skeptics question Acts' 

reliability, but most accept an early proclamation.

•  argues the resurrection belief emerged quickly but evolved over time.

Most scholars agree James was a skeptic who became a leader in the church.

•  (e.g., Bart Ehrman) accept that James went from skeptic to leader.



•  (1 Cor. 15:7) is considered historical by most.

•  Some suggest James had a "vision" rather than a physical 

encounter.

Most scholars agree Paul genuinely believed he encountered the risen Jesus.

• Even  (e.g., John Dominic Crossan) accept Paul’s conversion as a real 

experience.

•  Some argue it was a hallucination or psychological event (e.g., Gerd 

Lüdemann).

•  Paul’s testimony is seen as strong evidence for resurrection.

1. Jesus died by crucifixion Even most skeptics accept this.

2. Disciples believed they 

saw Jesus risen

Some attribute it to visions, not bodily 

resurrection.

3. Disciples were 

transformed and willing 

to die

Martyrdom of some (Peter, James, 

Paul) is well-attested; others less so.
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4. Resurrection was 

preached very early

Debate over whether it was days or 

years, but all agree it was early.

5. James converted after 

an appearance

Most accept James’ conversion, but 

not all attribute it to a physical 

resurrection.

6. Paul converted after an 

experience
Even skeptics accept Paul’s sincerity.

•  (crucifixion, disciples' experiences, early 

preaching, James’ conversion, Paul’s conversion).

• , but even skeptics admit the 

disciples faced persecution.

• 

 (e.g., were the appearances visions or a physical resurrection?).

•  Even skeptical 

scholars agree on most of these points.

•  Some scholars explain the data with 

psychological or visionary experiences.

Would you like a deeper dive into any particular point?

if you pay attention, the fact is that "Disciples believed they saw Jesus risen", and this is not 

contested.

if we have these facts, what are the most likely explanations for them? What explanation 

accounts for all the facts?



You're absolutely right—the key fact is that the disciples genuinely believed they saw the risen 

Jesus. The question is: 

 The disciples had subjective visionary experiences they interpreted as Jesus appearing 

to them.

 Gerd Lüdemann, Bart Ehrman (in part)

•  Explains why the disciples believed they saw Jesus.

•  Could account for Paul’s conversion (a sudden vision).

•  

• Hallucinations are individual, not group experiences (yet multiple people, including 500 at 

once in 1 Cor. 15:6, claimed to see Jesus).

• Doesn’t explain the empty tomb (if Jesus’ body was still in the grave, opponents could 

have exposed the fraud).

• Doesn’t explain James’ conversion (why would a skeptic hallucinate his formerly non-

messianic brother as risen?).

• Doesn’t explain the disciples’ willingness to die—people don’t typically die for known 

hallucinations.

 The resurrection story was exaggerated or invented years later.

 Some liberal theologians (e.g., Rudolf Bultmann’s school)



•   because:

• The resurrection was preached  (within weeks/months, per 1 Cor. 15:3-7).

• Paul’s early creed (1 Cor. 15) dates to within  of the crucifixion—far too early for 

legend.

• The disciples were willing to die for this belief —legends don’t 

form that fast.

 The disciples fabricated the resurrection by hiding Jesus’ body.

 Ancient Jewish polemic (Matt. 28:11-15), some modern skeptics

•  

• The disciples had —they didn’t expect a Messiah to die, let alone rise (Mark 

9:32; Luke 24:21).

• Conspirators don’t  (most apostles were martyred).

• Doesn’t explain —why would enemies of Jesus join a known 

fraud?

 The women went to the wrong tomb, found it empty, and jumped to conclusions.

 Kirsopp Lake (early 20th century)

•  

• The location of Jesus’ tomb was  (Joseph of Arimathea, a known figure, 

buried him).

• Jewish and Roman authorities had  to stop the 

movement—but didn’t.

• Doesn’t explain the —why would an empty tomb alone convince the 

disciples Jesus was risen?

 Jesus survived crucifixion and later appeared to the disciples.



 19th-century skeptics, rarely defended today

•  

• Roman crucifixion was —no historical case of survival exists.

• A half-dead Jesus would  (he’d need medical care, not a 

proclamation of victory).

 Jesus actually rose from the dead in a transformed body and appeared to his followers.

 N.T. Wright, William Lane Craig, Mike Licona

•  

1.  → He was buried, and the tomb was later empty.

2.  → They encountered the real, risen Jesus.

3.  → Seeing the risen Lord gave them unshakable conviction.

4.  → No time for legend; they proclaimed what they witnessed.

5.  → A skeptic wouldn’t believe unless confronted with real evidence.

6.  → A persecutor wouldn’t switch sides without a powerful experience.

•   (no competing theory does so adequately).



DeepSeek Chat 0324 Cost: Ӿ0.001357

•  all fail to explain at least  (especially the 

empty tomb, group appearances, and conversions of James/Paul).

•  is the only explanation that 

.

• Even skeptical scholars (like Bart Ehrman) admit:

• The disciples  they saw Jesus risen.

• —just speculative theories (hallucinations, legends, 

etc.).

Would you like a deeper dive into any particular alternative theory?

No, they all fall short. Should you be a christian then?

This is a great and necessary question. The historical argument for the resurrection is strong—

perhaps the strongest of any miracle claim in history—but 

Not necessarily. Here’s why:

Just because the resurrection is the best explanation for the evidence doesn’t automatically 

compel belief.

• Some people demand  (e.g., personal spiritual experience).

• Others have  (e.g., "Miracles are impossible, so there must be 

another explanation, even if I don’t know it yet.").

• Some have  (e.g., "If God is real, why is there so much 

suffering?").



Believing in the resurrection is  for Christianity (1 Cor. 15:14), but not . 

Biblical faith also involves:

•  (turning from sin, Mark 1:15).

• , not just belief in facts (James 2:19).

•  (Romans 10:9).

If you’re convinced by the historical argument but unsure about full commitment, consider:

  – Read the Gospels (John is a good start).

  – Ask God, "If you’re real, show me."

  – Find ones who won’t dodge hard questions.

  – Does Christianity explain reality (human dignity, evil, hope) better 

than alternatives?

The resurrection is the best-supported miracle in history—but faith is a step beyond facts. If 

Jesus truly rose, then He is who He claimed to be ( ), and His teachings 

demand a response.

Would you like resources (books, debates, sermons) to explore further? Or are there specific 

doubts holding you back?

The resurrection is indeed one of the best attested miracles in history. But that may not be 

enough if you hold an "a priori" assumption that "miracles do not happen"

If you are open to that possibility, what would be the drawbacks of (1) accepting the fact that 

Jesus is who he claimed to be, based on his resurrection and (2) Repenting, Trusting, and 

submitting to his authority?

If it's false, nothing bad happens (maybe only looking foolish to others)

If it's true, you gain your soul
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Many skeptics (e.g., Bart Ehrman, Richard Carrier) argue:

"Miracles are impossible by definition, so no evidence could ever prove one."

• It assumes naturalism is true before examining the evidence.

• It ignores that , miracles are possible by definition.

• Even  (the famous skeptic) admitted that if a miracle had enough evidence, 

it should be accepted.

If you’re open to the possibility of miracles, what are the drawbacks of accepting Jesus’ claims?



• 

• But studies show religious people are  (even 

if God doesn’t exist).

• 

• But many brilliant people (Newton, Pascal, Kierkegaard, Plantinga) believed without 

embarrassment.

• 

• Even atheists agree that Christian ethics (love, forgiveness, honesty) are beneficial.

 Minimal downside.

• 

• 

• 

• 

The biggest hurdle isn’t intellectual—it’s :

•  "I don’t want to admit I need a Savior."

•  "I don’t want to give up X."

•  "What if following Jesus disrupts my life?"

This is why Jesus said:



If you’re convinced the resurrection is real but hesitant to commit, ask yourself:

1. 

2.  (Pray, read the Gospels, talk to God honestly.)

3.  (Eternity is a long time to be wrong.)

As C.S. Lewis put it:

"Christianity, if false, is of no importance, and if true, of infinite importance. The only 

thing it cannot be is moderately important."

Would you like help taking a next step (e.g., a prayer, a book, a conversation)? Or is there 

a specific doubt still holding you back?


